From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 1995 19:13:43 -0700 (PDT)
From: David Barts <davidb@scn.org>
Subject: Re: "Uh-oh," was RE: Help me not throw in the towel.
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950627191214.28357A-100000@scn>

PDP-11, pooh!  How about a nice KL-10 running TOPS-20?  Now *there's*
a real computer!


David W. Barts (davidb@scn.org)
 REAL radios glow in the dark.

On Mon, 26 Jun 1995, paul Veltman wrote:

> 
> 
> Hi Gang,
> A 486DX-100???  I am shocked and surprised that all you guys are not 
> running PDP-11s or IBM 1620s in the true BA spirit!  ;-)
> 
> 
> 73
> 
> Paul WA6OKQ
> 
> 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 95 13:43:19 CDT
From: Michael.J.Knudsen@att.com
Subject: Re: "Uh-oh," was RE: Help me not throw in the towel.
Message-ID: <9506271843.AA02821@bock.ih.att.com>

Isn't it amazing that the NeXt with its Mach OS is already an orphan.
I think Amiga and Atari ST are now too.
Meanwhile, I do most of my program development and MIDI music composition
on a Radio Shack Color computer system, with Unix-like OS-9 and
a pair of hard drives.  My only PC is a Copaq 286 sewing-machine
portable, a classic in its own right.  But I can't buy software for it,
for CGA and 5" disk.

I also have a single-board micro-PDP-11 for those who wish to experience
the greatest landmark architecture in computing wihtout running in 3-phase
AC power :-)  And a KIM-1, my first love in 1977.

Now for some serious commentary.  There's a basic difference between BA
computers and BA radios.  Namely, that except for size and weight,
BAs can still do most of what any modern ricebox can.  My R390A
or HQ-129X will copy anything (except LW) that my Sony SW-77 will.
There are only a few specialized sets (like 2-MC marine xcvrs
and the 42-49 MC FM BC home sets) that are truly "obsolete"
in that their original functions have been legislated out of existence.
But the marine rx will still pull in WWV at 2.5, and you can't beat
the soap operas on 48 MC c/o your neighbors' cordless phones.

While a BA computer is just sooooo slow that you can't do anything interesting,
like play music or real-time grafix (aka games).  Tho a 1401 or PDP-11/20
cold certainly predict propagation, run a log book, or even steer your
Oscar antenna.

Old and new computers are so different in power as be different KINDS
of machines.  But a BA is still a radio, just bigger and heavier.
--mike k


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 07:18:26 -0500 (CDT)
From: Kevin J Pease <kevin@mm1001.theporch.com>
Subject: Re: "Uh-oh," was RE: Help me not throw in the towel.
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.3.91.950628071800.1500B@mm1001.theporch.com>


What about your MM1. Don't you use it any more ?

Kevin J Pease
WB0JZG Mt Juliet, TN.
mm1001.theporch.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 13:12:45 -0600
From: thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com (thaake)
Subject: RE: 390 Cabinet
Message-ID: <PMX-TERM-2.02-bsm2ee1-thaake-306>





Tony K4KYO,

The guy doing the welding doesn't know how to weld.  I have two welders that I
frequent for thin stock stainless, steel, and aluminium of which I need to 
keep heat warpage to a minimum (aircraft parts).

I have to admit though for a 5/8 inch hole (and I am not a total purist when 
it comes to restoration, there's a line between cost and practicality that 
always seems to grab me) I think I would flare the hole on both sides and fill
with "Metal to Metal".  It is a bondo of sorts that body shops use which when 
it dries will require dynamite to remove.  You can sand it to a smooth finish 
in 15 to 30 minutes and then use standard refinishing steps (sanding, primers,
etc.).  I have done this to chassis and panels that others have buggered up 
(especially to aluminium where welding thin stuff is difficult) and had 
excellent like new results.  

As I said I would "flare" the hole with a ream or knife on both sides.  Place 
the soft plastic of a margine tub lid on the back side and fill in the hole 
from the front with a putty knife or preferably one of the plastic spreaders 
that they sell along with auto body putty.  The plastic margine lid will 
supply support from the rear while you are filling in the hole and also while 
it is drying.  You can later remove the lid since the filler will have a hard 
time sticking to the lid.

Use standard refinishing techniques from there.  

I have done the same with regular auto body filler and had same results.  The 
"Metal to Metal" stuff is able to take much more abuse  and I'd use it if it 
were in that type of area on the equiment.  If its not in an area that's 
going to receive abuse then use regular filler with same filling and finishing
techniques.  


If you were close I'd refinish the whole cabinet for you since I routinely do 
that kind of work and have the materials and tools on hand.


Tim WA0TSY
thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 08:08:25 -0400
From: doonan@cordmc.dnet.etn.com (Dennis Doonan x6916 (N9VSL))
Subject: BA Sighting
Message-ID: <9506281208.AA19958@etn.com>

Hi Gang,
  I saw a couple of things at Radio Recyclers (414)771-7121 in
Milwaukee:
  HQ-180A $399
  HQ-145  $299
  Collins  75A1 $299 (Did not try this one, but it looked very clean)

  Also a number of Drake C line items, a couple of TransOceanics, etc.

  Again, I have no connection with this shop other than being a
repeat customer.

  73 de Dennis, N9VSL/aa


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:01:16 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Richard A. Stalls" <rstalls@CapAccess.org>
Subject: Re: BA Sighting
Message-ID: <Pine.3.07.9506281111.B16478-9100000@cap1.capaccess.org>

On Wed, 28 Jun 1995, Dennis Doonan x6916 wrote:

>   I saw a couple of things at Radio Recyclers (414)771-7121 in
> Milwaukee:

I've done business with Neil on several occasions and have found him to be
honest and fair.  He has always accurately described everything I've
bought from him down to the tiniest flaw.

73,
Tony
K4KYO





From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 17:31:46 -0400
From: "Douglas Palmer Jedi" <palmerdo@plhp002.comm.mot.com>
Subject: Re: BOATANCHORS digest 61
Message-ID: <9506281731.ZM4531@plhp451>

More than likely, the bug is a Japanned-base bug,and the pinstriping has simply
worn off.

Many Japanned-base bugs are like this. In fact, the only ones I have ever seen
with pinstriping intact were kept in boxes like the ones that Vibroplex used to
sell for their bugs.

I have also seen a few in which the pinstriping appears to be completely worn
off, but if you hold it up in the light at an angle you can still see the
striping, slightly raised above the rest of the lacquer finish. A little Windex
can be used to clean up the finish, and restore some of the original lustre,
but don't rub too hard, as this will rub off even more of the pinstriping.

Also, I don't think I would call the markings in the corner "lightning bolts".
They are more like flower petals or bamboo leaves. Remember, that Japanning
refers to the process of black lacquer-finishing the key. The "leaves" in the
corners resemble the trim on many pieces of oriental furniture with the same
kind of finish. Just pay a visit to an oriental furniture store.

Regarding the age of the bug, you probably meant to say the serial number was
in the 80,000 range, not 800,000. If its in the 80,000 range, it is probably
late 20's, early 30's. Probably has an address of 825 Broadway, right??
The wedge cord was added later by the operator.

Doug, KF4GI
palmerdo@plhp002.comm.mot.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 16:12:28 EDT
From: wendler@tomcat.adc.ray.com (John Wendler)
Subject: Re: BOATANCHORS digest 61 - tube sources
Message-ID: <9506282012.AA27788@tomcat.adc.ray.com>

----------
X-Sun-Data-Type: text
X-Sun-Data-Description: text
X-Sun-Data-Name: text
X-Sun-Content-Lines: 1

 Stuff from my files...
----------
X-Sun-Data-Type: mail-file
X-Sun-Data-Description: mail-file
X-Sun-Data-Name: vacuum_tubes
X-Sun-Encoding-Info: uuencode
X-Sun-Content-Lines: 28

begin 600 vacuum_tubes
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E9&9O<F0L($U!"C8Q-RTS.34M.30T, HX,# M-S8R+3 X.# *"G5P
 
end
----------
X-Sun-Data-Type: mail-file
X-Sun-Data-Description: mail-file
X-Sun-Data-Name: tube_sources
X-Sun-Encoding-Info: uuencode
X-Sun-Content-Lines: 84

begin 600 tube_sources
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D;G0*"C<S($1A=F4@5T(P1T%:(&1G9D!N971C;VTN8V]M"@H*
 
end


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 17:55:39 CDT
From: Michael.J.Knudsen@att.com
Subject: Re: BOATANCHORS digest 61 - tube sources
Message-ID: <9506282255.AA03734@bock.ih.att.com>

Say, what format are those files?  They are uuencoded, but what
will they be when decoded?  TOo small for GIF or postscript...
--mike k


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:32:56 -0700
From: haynes@cats.ucsc.edu (Jim Haynes)
Subject: Code learning methods
Message-ID: <199506281832.LAA21416@hobbes.UCSC.EDU>

On Tue, 27 Jun 1995, Kevin J Pease wrote:

> I find that I prefer to copy code in my head and take notes as I see fit. 
> To me that is more natural. When someone is talking to you,you don't 
> write everything down. If one learns to receive code as a langiage like 

Your point is well taken, and for ham radio use this is no doubt the correct
way to do it.  Other methods of code teaching have other goals.  For
instance, the military tends to handle a lot of encrypted traffic, for which
you have to get everything down letter-perfect and legible; hence the
teaching of printing or typewriting rather than script or head-copying.
And you often have to deliver a hard copy to the cipher clerk.
Commercial telegraphy, especially news wire operation, required high speed,
on-the-fly expansion of abbreviations into words, and delivering hard copy
to the recipient; hence script writing or typewriting.  Railroad telegraphy
often required writing with a stylus through multiple layers of paper and
carbon paper.  The result had to be accurate and legible, unlike news
where the typesetter could usually guess correctly from the context if he
couldn't read the handwriting perfectly. (There's a funny story which I
can't remember exactly right now, but is something about a bridge inspector's
report that was received and recorded as "lion under bridge" by an
inexperienced operator.)  

I guess the ideal superhero operator would be able to copy in his head for
casual conversation, copy in longhand for ordinary text, copy in printing
for encrypted text, and copy way behind for high speed text.  There's the
apocryphal story about a country operator who sat on a bench outside the
telegraph office jawing with his friends while the sounder clicked away
inside.  After a while the friends went away to do their things and the
operator went inside and wrote down all the messages that had come in while
he was outside.


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 09:37:21 EDT
From: edd@VFL.Paramax.COM
Subject: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <9506281337.AA16294@gvlf4-a>




    > I find that I prefer to copy code in my head
    > and take notes as I see fit.

This is where I'm trying to get.  I can copy abt 18 wpm writing (script)
but I'm having trouble getting above this point.  I can't copy at all
in my head.

How do you make the transition from hand copy to copying in the head?


Ed Doc
K3LPE



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 09:55:00 EDT
From: "Cain, Jim,  K1TN" <jcain@arrl.org>
Subject: RE: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <2FF15FA1@arrl.org>


>>>>How do you make the transition from hand copy to copying in the head?

Stop writing and listen.

K1TN


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 10:03:23 -0400
From: afpgreg@gatekeeper.ddp.state.me.us (Paul V. Gregory)
Subject: Re: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <199506281403.KAA16429@gatekeeper.ddp.state.me.us>

>    > I find that I prefer to copy code in my head
>    > and take notes as I see fit.
>This is where I'm trying to get.  I can copy abt 18 wpm writing (script)
>but I'm having trouble getting above this point.  I can't copy at all
>in my head.
>How do you make the transition from hand copy to copying in the head?
>Ed Doc
>K3LPE

        Ahmen to Ed's query; I'm in the exact same situation.
        Does it come by way of some immaculate comprehension or is an active
mental process in order?  
                                                --Paul



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 10:25:38 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <199506281425.KAA09635@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

> 
> 
> >>>>How do you make the transition from hand copy to copying in the head?
> 
> Stop writing and listen.
> 
> K1TN
> 

Good fundamental precept..... listen..... (:+}}.....

There is also one primary consideration that too few folks seem to fathom.
That is....

    one MUST develop a working word and phrase vocabulary at speed.

Without it, you will never get beyond hand copy.  This is because hand
copy is inherently letter by letter (as usually learned) and rarely
word by word, copying behind.  For work at speed, on a mill or in the
head (hand copy at speed I will discount since beyond 30 wpm it is rather
difficult), one must copy behind and word by word.  Ideally, a good
code man can copy a line behind (in standard parlance that would be
5 word groups or coded groups), and then bang that out on the mill.
Then the incoming next line is cycled through the grey matter register,
and when the line buffer is full, dumped to the mill.  It is a not
too easy art, but with practice, not that difficult.  PRACTICE is
the key.

If you get into the habit of copying things like the press runs or
the weather forecasts from WCC or WLO (WLO is the best these days,
with runs every hour on the hour 24 hours a day), using at least a word
or two behind, you can grasp what it takes to do the ol' fashioned
copy a line behind, read the newspaper or a book, drink a cup of mud
and hobknob with the mate on watch.  WCC seems to run at 25 wpm, while
WLO runs at a straightforward 31 wpm.

On paper, by hand, it is pushing the upper end of the envelope.
On the mill, it is trivial.  In the head, once you get the hang 
of it it is trivial.

But, it all depends upon the ability to copy behind and have at
the ready a working word vocabulary.  My experiences would indicate
that for ham use, a working word vocabulary at speed would be maybe
50 or so words.  For commercial use, probably 200 words.  Once those
patterns are firmly locked into the greymatter bilges, you will be
able to run with the big dogs at speed.

If you really want to try to develop this art, listen in to WLO
on 434, 2055R5, 4343, 6416, 8514, etc., any top of the hour.
Don't put yer fingers to the mill, until you have several words
already gone by.  Then bang away.  Or, just set back and head copy
but try to let the first few words of each sentence slip by and then
recall them in a string.

It works FB OM, cuz all the OT ops can attest to the fact.

Gud Luk OM, es keep them thar firebottles warm, fer the run at speed.

OHHHH, it makes me fingers itch fer a run on the bug, with a touch o'
talc on the fingers fer smoothness..... (:+}}.....

73/Bob/NA4G



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 10:04:40 -0500 (CDT)
From: Kevin Anderson <anderson@ncrsun2.ncr.usace.army.mil>
Subject: Re: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950628095637.5062B-100000@ncrsun2>

I find listening to ARRL's "high speed" (35 down to 10 wpm)
code broadcasts sure helps (although I much to learn yet).
There you are forced from the beginning to hear what fast 
code sounds like.  The more I do it, the more I find already
that I can get a few words in the 30 wpm group.  By the
time it gets to 20 wpm, it actually is sounding "slow".
I too find it nice to listen to those by just closing my
eyes, almost sleep like, and listen.  I suffer from the
problem (major?) of my mind still wanting to "replay" the
di-dah sound a quick second time before I recognize it.
Like I said, I have far to go, but am determined to get
there, and in the meantime will stick to CW only until
I have it mastered like the professionals before I'll 
consider having a "phone" station.  (But by then I may not
want a phone station, except maybe AM; SSB to me sounds
too often like "donald duck" and uninteresting.  At Field
Day, I wander through the site, but still gravitate to
the 40m tent--something about the rhythm of code that 
attracts me I guess.)

Cheers/73.  Kevin, KB9IUA
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
Kevin L. Anderson, CENCR-PD-W, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Rock Island District Office, Planning Div.-Waterway Systems
Rock Island, Illinois 61204-2004, USA  phone:(309) 794-5586
      e-mail:  anderson@ncrsun1.ncr.usace.army.mil
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
Opinions expressed here are my own and do not represent the
  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers or the Federal Government.



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:10:23 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Richard A. Stalls" <rstalls@CapAccess.org>
Subject: Re: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <Pine.3.07.9506281118.D16478-a100000@cap1.capaccess.org>


On Wed, 28 Jun 1995 edd@VFL.Paramax.COM wrote:

>     > I find that I prefer to copy code in my head
>     > and take notes as I see fit.
> 
> This is where I'm trying to get.  I can copy abt 18 wpm writing (script)
> but I'm having trouble getting above this point.  I can't copy at all
> in my head.
> 
> How do you make the transition from hand copy to copying in the head?

Practice!  Just listen for a while and copy without writing it down and
before long you'll be remembering it as if somebody is spelling words out
to you.  THe next step is when you start recognizing words.

73,
Tony
K4KYO




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 12:33:46 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <199506281633.MAA15329@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

> 
> >    > I find that I prefer to copy code in my head
> >    > and take notes as I see fit.
> >This is where I'm trying to get.  I can copy abt 18 wpm writing (script)
> >but I'm having trouble getting above this point.  I can't copy at all
> >in my head.
> >How do you make the transition from hand copy to copying in the head?
> >Ed Doc
> >K3LPE
> 
>         Ahmen to Ed's query; I'm in the exact same situation.
>         Does it come by way of some immaculate comprehension or is an active
> mental process in order?  
>                                                 --Paul
> 

As a true CW believer, I will have to second the ``Immaculate Comprehension''
bit, since, when one gets over a particular hump at speed, it just sort
of happens.  The mind kind of lets go, and then you are ``there''.
It is not a particulary conscious experience, but really happens over
a very short period of time, like the course of several days or several
QSOs.  You get a particular good knack that immediately kicks you up
the speed ladder one big notch, usually in the matter of about 15-25%
of the overall speed, from what my experiences and that of others seem
to be, if we can count ourselves as the average joe.

It is all based upon practice, but in my experiences, and I am sure for
most others, it is somewhat like an ``organismus''.... you KNOW when
it happens, because you can then immediately do that 20 wpm (and beyond)
that was giving you fits back at 13 wpm.

Psychologia types probably have a pet term for the experience or happening.

For me, it's just better CW!

73/Bob/NA4G

p.s. I just wish I had my OM's knack for it --- he could run 65 wpm in his
     prime, but fell back to some 50 or so in his 80's, after more than
     70 years on the key.  Me, my hump is still at 50.....(:+{{.....
     .....practice, practice, practice, practice, practic......!



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:52:53 -0500 (CDT)
From: Kevin J Pease <kevin@mm1001.theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.3.91.950628114942.1007B-100000@mm1001.theporch.com>


I don't know how to make the transition. I have always copied in my head. 
I can write down everything if the speed is not to fast but I still copy 
in my head. My bigest limitation on paper copy is my slow writing. My 
hands are getting artheritic and I can't write at 20 WPM. CW is a hobbie 
for me so I have never been too concerned about perfect copy on paper. 
Ome things I have to write down like qth call etc so that I remember them 
for more than a few moments. With the current code test if one takes good 
notes one can pass the exam.

Kevin J Pease
WB0JZG Mt Juliet, TN.
mm1001.theporch.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 14:16:43 EDT
From: edd@VFL.Paramax.COM
Subject: Re: Code; By Hand, or in the Head ?
Message-ID: <9506281816.AA16837@gvlf4-a>




   I understand (some of) what Bob said; I have a (very) limited CW vocabulary
   and can hold the std QSO:  QTH, RST, THE, THIS, THAN.  Words like
   this are immediatly recognizable at speed.  But I'm not real interested
   in holding the std `Wam-Bam, Thank you QSO'; so in a rag chew, my limited
   vocabulary is not of much use.

   I can easily write at 15 wpm without thinking, but without the pencil,
   I can copy to save my life. It's sorta psychological. 

   One of the mistakes I (often) make is copying AHEAD.  I have solid copy,
   and I'm sure what the next character is - when it isn't, I break sync and it
   takes a word to re-sync.

      > With the current code test if one takes good notes one can pass
      > the exam.

   I could probably pass the (20 wpm) exam today; I'm not interested in
   an exam.  I want to be able to rag-chew.  (And it gets tiresome - writing
   everything down.)


      > practice, practice ...

   Yes, but how do I get to Carnegie Hall ?  :-)


   Ed Doc
   K3LPE



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date:     Wed, 28 Jun 95 10:44:36 EDT
From: Clark Fishman (FSAC) <cfishman@fsac3.pica.army.mil>
Subject: CW
Message-ID:  <9506281044.aa16137@FSAC3.PICA.ARMY.MIL>


Immaculate Comprehension....that's good



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 19:12:53 -0400
From: howellh@admin.winthrop.edu
Subject: CW and Stuff
Message-ID: <95062819125346@admin.winthrop.edu>


WINTHROP UNIVERSITY                               Electronic Mail Message
                                        Date:     28-Jun-1995 06:58pm EDT
                                        From:     Haney Howell
                                                  HOWELLH
                                        Dept:     Mass Communication
                                        Tel No:   323-4534

TO:  Remote Addressee                     ( _smtp%"boatanchors@theporch.com" )


Subject: CW and Stuff

Hang in there, Kevin.  You're on the right track.  Like music, code comes 
together at some point.  I found a couple of wee morning hours on CW last 
weekend during Field Day brought my speed right back up.  After a ten year 
layoff I returned to the novice bands and quickly found that there were plenty 
of folks around to help me build my speed.  I took my Extra on Varick Street in 
Lower Manhattan.  They were giving commercial test before the ham exams, and I 
found myself copying faster stuff and when the 20 WPM arrived, it seemed slow.  
Truly one of the most intimidating places for a code test known to man!

My father was a telegrapher for the L&N before being laid off in the Depression. 
I can well remember him tapping out code with his fingers as he sat in his 
chair.  As a Cub Scout, some kind soul taught us the code letters and the rest 
came with practice.  But real progress came from contacts and the need to copy 
as fast as I could send.

I now write down the same things for CW contacts as for AM or CW.  After a 
career as a reporter, I find that just a couple of words jotted down will remind  
me of the conversational points and I take it from there.

Just one point to add to the ongoing debate.  While serving as an Air Traffic 
Controller during Vietnam, we were forced to learn conventional approaches 
(based on time and distance) despite all the radar that surrounded us.  A dozen 
times over the next four years those skills were much needed.  I see the same 
thing with the CW requirement.  Not something we need all the time, but the one 
simple form we know will work.

Re: The Vibroplex.  I picked up an old key with a couple of sounders at a ham 
fest.  It, too, has the smooth base and is a 825 Broadway number.  Needs a good 
cleaning and more adjustment, but certainly worth the $5 for the batch!

Haney/NO2n	(Or as my wife says, "No 2 Night")


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 21:21:01 PDT
From: jproc@worldlinx.com
Subject: CW and Stuff
Message-ID: <Chameleon.4.01.2.950628213741.jproc@>

Dear BA's,

I composed this message yesterday but I've haven't seen it reflected back to 
me so I assume it's lost.

After reflecting on the CW thread, I realized that there are many different 
ways in which we can enjoy CW, and each way can bring fulfilment to our 
individual needs:

Send slow/medium CW - copy by hand
Send fast CW - copy only important parts by hand
Send fast CW - copy by ear only
Send fast CW - copy on typewriter or word processor.
Send code using computer - copy by hand or ear only.
Send code using computer - copy using computer.
Send code via straight key, semi-automatic or by keyer. Copy by hand or ear.
Use 2 way MCW and give the BFO a rest.
Copy CW on 40 meters that has been modulated by a strong broadcast carrier. 
  
I'm sure that I missed a few and no doubt those will be discovered by our 
talented and witty members. (Spark transmitters and supersonic (underwater) 
telegraphy do not count).


Regards,
-------------------------------------
Jerry Proc   VE3FAB
E-mail: jproc@worldlinx.com
Radio Restoration Volunteer
HMCS Haida  Toronto, Ontario 
-------------------------------------


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 14:59:57 -0500
From: weinfurtner@ouvaxa.cats.ohiou.edu (Greg Weinfurtner)
Subject: CW/Boatanchors tonite
Message-ID: <v01510101ac1763af6c76@[132.235.72.11]>

Guys and Gals,
        Would love to meet tonight on either 3.525 or 7.049.  I'll be out
till about 0130 UTC, so pleased ask for late check-ins about 0140.
        Ill fire up the DX-60B transmitter and KT-200 Lafayette shortwave
receiver (with a Heath HD-11 Q-multiplier!...  I know, bragging is bad...)
at supper time so they can warm up and settle down before then.  Thanks!

73 de

****************************************************************************
*                                                Greg Weinfurtner AEE BSS  *
*      NN    N   SSSSSSS   8888888   OOOOOOO     Electronic Design Splst   *
*     N N   N   S         8     8   O     O      Ohio University   Athens  *
*    N  N  N   SSSSSSS   8888888   O     O       GO BOBCATS!               *
*   N   N N         S   8     8   O     O                                  *
*  N    NN   SSSSSSS   8888888   OOOOOOO   "Can thou send forth lightings  *
*                                          that they may go and say unto   *
*              Amateur Radio               thee, 'Here we are'?" Job 35:38 *
****************************************************************************




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 13:28:21 EDT
From: edd@VFL.Paramax.COM
Subject: Re: CW/Boatanchors/Fun/Tonight
Message-ID: <9506281728.AA16708@gvlf4-a>




     >  CW ....  tonight on 7049khz at 0100Z, ... Any takers?


I'll be there.  I've recently converted my 80M Marconi to a Loop which
appears to work reasonably well on 40;  so I'll give it a try.


Ed Doc
K3LPE



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 13:14:27 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: CW/Boatanchors/Fun/Tonight---3525khz
Message-ID: <199506281714.NAA17245@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

With all the talk about CW and Boatanchors and related things, I will
bite the bullet between the ol' wooden choppers an' invite all available
Boatanchorites to stoke the etherburners tonight on 7049khz at 0100Z,
for a round at whatever speed the group can go.   The call will be the
usual CWIST IMI DE yourcall, to get the ball rolling as a very informal
roundtable.  I will stoke up the regenerator and the ET-8019A.
On 40, most everyone across the darkpath should be fair game, at
that time, as well as most west coasters, if conditions are good.

Any takers?

73/Bob/NA4G



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 13:45:46 EDT
From: mallick@orion.crd.ge.com (John Mallick)
Subject: Re: CW/Boatanchors/Fun/Tonight---3525khz
Message-ID: <9506281745.AA21987@orion.crd.ge.com>

Hmm...your Subject line says "3525khz", but the body says
"7049khz"...are you relying on "second harmonics"?  

If my brain holds up, I'll try and be there from upstate NY.  Probably
will fire up the C-line unless I get brave and fire up the Ranger and
the NC-2-40.

73, John WA1HNL


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 00:05 MDT
From: tech@cs.athabascau.ca (Richard Loken)
Subject: For Sale: Drake TR4/RV4 in BC
Message-ID: <m0sQqFR-0018KUC@aupair.cs.athabascau.ca>

I am listing this for VE&DLZ who has had it in his closet for ten years.  I
have no idea what it is worth so I looked at the boatanchor bluebuck and figure
what the Heck:

    for the whole station CDN $300.00  (US$220.00) plus shipping

Make an offer on some or all of it to me or to Helmut directly at (604)524-8864

    TR4 transceiver (not an A or C or anything like that)
    RV4 remote VFO and speaker
    AC4 power supply

Shucks, and all I wanted was an AC4.

  Richard Loken VE6BSV, Systems Programmer - VMS   : "...underneath those 
  Athabasca University				   : tuques we wear, our heads
  Athabasca, Alberta Canada			   : are naked!"
  ** tech@cs.athabascau.ca **                      :    - Arthur Black


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 08:10:12 -0400 (EDT)
From: johnmb <johnmb@nando.net>
Subject: Re: Future Classics
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950628080409.29254A-100000@parsifal.nando.net>


	surely (?!?) to become a classic, is the VT100.

	...if you check serial numbers, almost 100% of them
	were made in NM (ABOxxxxxx S/N) with a few made in
	AZ (PNOxxxxxxx S/N). Interestingly, although there were
	several hundred thousand of them made, all of them
	I believe, were domestically produced.

	A classic boatanchor terminal.
	/john


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 07:37:39 -0700 (MST)
From: "Mark E. Monninger" <markem@primenet.com>
Subject: Re: Future Classics
Message-ID: <Pine.BSI.3.91.950628073305.24685B-100000@usr3.primenet.com>

On Wed, 28 Jun 1995, johnmb wrote:
> 
> 	surely (?!?) to become a classic, is the VT100.
> 
Reminds me of a year or so ago when we needed a dumb terminal for 
something and dug out an old VT100 from somewhere. One of the fresh-outs 
in the group had never seen a real VT100...didn't even know there 
actually was such a beast. He assumed it was just a terminal emulator 
spec...he'd only seen it in termcap files, etc, never in the flesh. Makes 
me feel old. Kinda like the recent thread about people not recognizing 
vacuum tubes.

Mark


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 09:36:00 PDT
From: "Kenan, Larry" <llk@sandshark.sandiegoca.ATTGIS.COM>
Subject: Re: Future Classics
Message-ID: <2FF185E7@sharkgate.sandiegoca.attgis.com>


>From: Mark E. Monninger
>On Wed, 28 Jun 1995, johnmb wrote:
>>
>>       surely (?!?) to become a classic, is the VT100.
>>
>Reminds me of a year or so ago when we needed a dumb terminal for
>something and dug out an old VT100 from somewhere. One of the fresh-outs
>in the group had never seen a real VT100...didn't even know there
>actually was such a beast. He assumed it was just a terminal emulator
>spec...he'd only seen it in termcap files, etc, never in the flesh. Makes
>me feel old. Kinda like the recent thread about people not recognizing
>vacuum tubes.

And did you have to reflow the thermal cracks in the solder on the printed 
circuit board to make it work?  This is a common problem with both the 
VT100s and my 1984 Macintosh.


Larry Kenan


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 10:07:15 -0400 (EDT)
From: Thomas Bryan <tbryan@mailstorm.dot.gov>
Subject: Gaitherburg Hamfest date?
Message-ID: <199506281407.AA18050@mailstorm.dot.gov>

Hello All,


Does anyone know the exact date for the Gaithersburg Md. Hamfest?


Thanks,


Tom Bryan
tbryan@mailstorm.dot.gov


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 10:38:04 -0500 (EST)
From: "James C. Owen, III" <owen@apollo.eeel.nist.gov>
Subject: RE: Gaitherburg Hamfest date?
Message-ID: <38284.owen@apollo.eeel.nist.gov>

In message Wed, 28 Jun 1995 09:05:51 -0500,
  Thomas Bryan <tbryan@mailstorm.dot.gov>  writes:


> Does anyone know the exact date for the Gaithersburg Md. Hamfest?

 Sunday September 10, 1995
James C. Owen, III
National Institute of Standards & Technology (NIST)
Bldg 225/B360
Gaithersburg, MD 20899
1-301-975-5623


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:21:04 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Richard A. Stalls" <rstalls@CapAccess.org>
Subject: Re: Gaitherburg Hamfest date?
Message-ID: <Pine.3.07.9506281100.F16478-8100000@cap1.capaccess.org>

On Wed, 28 Jun 1995, Thomas Bryan wrote:

> Does anyone know the exact date for the Gaithersburg Md. Hamfest?

September 10, 1995

See you there!

73,
Tony
K4KYO




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 1995 23:24:03 -0400
From: durham@w2xo.pgh.pa.us (James C. Durham)
Subject: Great Plastic Cabinet AM Collection
Message-ID: <199506280324.XAA27021@w2xo.pgh.pa.us>

An old radio friend of mine is the General Manager of the Wheeling
Jamboree/WWVA in Wheeling West Virginia. They have a large old
theatre that they use for the shows, with a big lobby. He is an
avid collector of plastic-cabinet WWII and 50's vintage AM tube
radios. He has the collection on glass shelves in the lobby of the
theatre and it's spectacular. Worth going to have a look at.

I'd call beforehand and find out what the hours for the theatre are.
304-232-1170. I'm not sure if you can get in to see the radios free
when they aren't having a show or not, but it's a good show if you
are a C&W fan.

-Jim Durham


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 08:30:41 -0700
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@hereford.ampr.org>
Subject: Head code 
Message-ID: <199506281537.KAA07002@uro.theporch.com>

When it comes to learning code, everyone has a technique that either does,
or does not, work for them.  In the 70's when I decided to go for the extra,
my code talents had suffered from extended lack of use.  At that time Wayne
Green was pushing a 22 WPM mixed code group tape and I decided to spring for it.

The quality on this tape was terrible!  Pitch and speed would abruptly
change, very distracting and  I decided to use the "subliminal technique".
While puttering around, or driving any distance in the car, the cassette
would be on, softly in the background, usually an hour or more a day.

After 30 days, I was copying solid in my head!  Not because of memorizing or
anticipating code groups, but actually copying them.  Then came the task of
putting it down on paper.  I too am a "printer", and it was tough!  It took
another month of extended practice to cope with translating from the mind to
printing the results out on paper at 22 + WPM.  That was the hardest part
for me.

Caught the last FCC administered testing session in Tucson.  It was held at
the YMCA and there were several hundred people there.  The 20 WPM applicants
were seated four to a card table.  It was noisy in the large room.  There
was hum and distortion on the tape during the receiving run.  One of the
applicants at my table had flunked the test several times previously at
other exams.  He was nervous, shaking the table so much I had to hold it
with one hand so's to keep the pencil correctly positioned on the paper!
Somehow the FCC examiner found the correct number of required characters in
my printed scribbles and I passed!  To this day I credit it to that lousy
Wayne Green tape and my perseverance.  End of shaggy dog story.

To the gentleman that asked about copying code in the head, I'd suggest it
takes desire, practice, practice, and more practice!

73 de Jack




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:06:55 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: Homebrew J-38's?
Message-ID: <199506281506.LAA11283@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

> Hi!
> 
>    On Friday in this thread, Larry and I were talking about home-made 
> straight keys, and I had done some scribbling on graph paper.

Excellent!  Is not a'Boatanchorin' fun.... (:+}}.....

> I'll make drawings & shoot a photo or two if anyone's interested. 

Do!

>    Anyway, it can be done and it's fun.  While on the job, I started on 
> an antenna "tuner," too, so I might get back on the air eventually.  >blush<
> 
>    73,
>    --Bobbi  

Likewise, DO!

73/Bob/NA4G



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 1995 23:01:34 -0400
From: durham@w2xo.pgh.pa.us (James C. Durham)
Subject: Re: HRO Receiver info
Message-ID: <199506280301.XAA26916@w2xo.pgh.pa.us>

Hi Bobby,
I'll gladly pay you for the copy job. My address is:

Jim Durham
5721 Meridian Rd
Gibsonia, PA 15044

There's no rush..do it at your leasure...

You know, we have a facility here called the Carnegie Library, started by
Andrew Carnegie, who probably did it to recompense for mowing down steelworkers
with Pinkerton guards..but that's another story. Anyhow, they have a large
collection of old radio schematics and stuff. So, if you ever need anything,
maybe I can at least look...

They're on the internet, but I forget the address... maybe clp.pitt.edu ?

Boy, am I stupid (not new news). The "1" on the 14 mhz's of the bandspread
scale were under the metal frame! It is 20 meter bandspread! Good grief!

Can't find any kind of serial numbers. Let me be more specific and see what
you think...

OLDEST LOOKING COIL SETS
"Tight" wrinkle finish. Slightly greyer than black. White scales on
black backgrounds.
	1.	100-200 khz.  "016" on top of metal strip with 6-32 pan
		heads in it that holds shields. No bandspread.
		Metal borders on scales

	2.	7.0-14.4 mhz. Bandspread 13.97 to 14.47. No other
		markings. "Coil holder" strip is black on this one
		silver on #1. Metal borders on scales.

ODDBALL COIL SETS

	1.	480-900 khz. Logging scale on right, no bandspread.
		Large plate on front saying..
		COIL SET
		480-900
		KILOCYCLES
		used with
		type RC-105
		RECEIVER
		Serial NO. 717

		"106" on strip holding cans.
		Metal borders on scales.
		Wrinkle finish is "swirled"

	2.	14-30 mhz General Coverage, no bandspread.
		Orange stamping on front between scale and logging scale:

		TRIANGLE, POINT UP..inside says "3C9103" ???
		Underneath is date.. Mar 30 1954.

		"MFP" on side of can.
		Metal borders on scales
		Wrinkle finish is swirled.

LATER COIL SETS

	"E", "F", "C", "JD". No serial numbers of markings other than
	The "E1" "E2" or whatever next to the contacts on each coil.
	These must identify the particular coil of each set.

	These all have wide aluminum plates screwd to the front
	with black backgrounds, white squares for the scales, and black
	markings on the scales. These have no metal "borders" on the scales,
	just paint.

	
Anyhow, that's the best discription I can give. Looks like I need a
75 meter coil set with bandspread. Wonder if they made a bandspread
set for 10 meters?

I'm gonna cross-post this to the BA group so they'll know what we've
been talking about via E-mail.

-Jim D.



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 14:33:18 EDT
From: lstolz@tekelec.com (Lynn Stolz)
Subject: Re: Jump in SX-122 Freq.
Message-ID: <9506281833.AA16901@london.oh.tekelec.com>


Sorry for the bandwidth, but I'm not sure if this ever made it.

> From lstolz@london.oh.tekelec.com Mon Jun 12 11:47:44 1995
> From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
> From: lstolz@london.oh.tekelec.com (Lynn Stolz)
> Subject: Jump in SX-122 Freq.
> Content-Length: 1233
> 
> 
> Fellow Weight-Lifters:
> 
> I have a minor problem that has vexed me for a while.  My Halli SX-122
> receiver exhibits a sudden jump in frequency after it has been on for 
> a while after the normal warmup drifting has settled the receiver down.  
> It's not much; maybe in the order of 400 hurts (cycles to us hollow-staters).
> It is really only noticable when I'm listening to SSB or CW. 
> 
> Has anyone successfully dealt with this type of problem before?  I have 
> squirted some contact cleaner on the connect-points of both the main tuning
> capacitor and the bandspread capacitor.  They are both physically clean.
> 
> I have avoided messing with the mechanics of the capacitors, since I've 
> always read about the nasty things that can/will occur if I do.
> 
> Are ther other things in the receiver that may be causing this?  Is there
> a better method of cleaning the Cap. connections?  
> 
> I remember my first 'real radio', a Hammarlund HQ-140-X, which had a similiar 
> problem back in 1966/7 when I was a 'wee' Novice.  I solved the problem then
> by selling it to a high school pal who used it for SWL'ing. I don't want to 
> use the same solution this time....(Wish I still had that old receiver...sigh
> ...still got the pictures..;-) ).
> 
> Lynn Stolz  N8AJ
> 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 06:11:08 -0700
From: jeffa@ix.netcom.com (Jeff Anderson)
Subject: Manual for KWM-2A?
Message-ID: <199506281311.GAA21878@ix4.ix.netcom.com>

I thought I read somewhere that someone was selling manuals for the 
KWM-2A that also included service notes, but I can't remember where it 
was!  Can anyone help out, or know of a good source for KWM-2A manuals?

Thanks,

- Jeff, WA6AHL


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 1995 19:49:20 -0500 (CDT)
From: Kevin J Pease <kevin@mm1001.theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Me? In love? With a box?
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.3.91.950627194802.6252D-100000@mm1001.theporch.com>


I had na SB-102 that had the same symptom. It was caused by a shirt 
between one of the switch lugs and som other nearby wire. It was hard to 
find but easy to fix. It slamed the meter aginst the low stop.

Kevin J Pease
WB0JZG Mt Juliet, TN.
mm1001.theporch.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 95 21:43:10 PST
From: "Dick Dillman" <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Re: Me? In love? With a box?
Message-ID: <87857.ddillman@igc.apc.org>

On Tue, 27 Jun 1995 20:34:13 -0500, 
Kevin J Pease  <kevin@mm1001.theporch.com> wrote:

>I had na SB-102 that had the same symptom. It was caused by a shirt 
>between one of the switch lugs and som other nearby wire.

My advice?  Keep your laundry out of your radios.  Sorry, couldn't resist.


                    Dick "Old Is Good, New Is Bad" Dillman
                            <ddillman@igc.apc.org>


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:45:44 -0500 (EST)
From: "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@indy.net>
Subject: Meissner 150B transmitter
Message-ID: <Pine.3.89.9506281112.A24768-0100000@indy1>


Hi!

   Recently, Don Merz sent me a partial repro of the Meissner 150B 
transmitter manual--and it sure is a nice-looking rig!

   This is the critter that was driven by the wartime edition of the
Signal Shifter (hence my interest).  It *is* big--about 18"H x 40"W
x 20"D--but it's a very well-designed transmitter and quite "modern," with
a pi-net output and only three tuning controls.  Quite like a classic
Heathkit, in fact--grid tuning, plate tuning and loading.  The tube 
line-up is all standard stuff, too.  Takes about 10W to drive it, not 
hard come by, and coverage goes to 20m from the high end of the broadcast 
band--yes, it's WARC-band capable!  :)

   Don has said in his ad postings that it's "not modular" and it isn't 
in any way useful for shipping...but it *does* break down into four 
sections, with terminal/connector strips and interunit cabling: power 
supply, RF PA, modulator and the main cabinet.  So a person could work on 
it without having to be a weightlifter.

   There doesn't seem to have been a *lot* of interest in the rig, due
probably to size and weight (ummm, 250 lbs or so).  But having seen the
schematic and photos and most of the rest of the docs, I 'spect it's a
good'un, and anyone looking for a BA transmitter with A) the space for it
and B) some way to get it home from Don's would be well-advised to
consider the Meissner 150B!  It's a far cry from most of its
late-prewar/early wartime contemporaries; the nice ol' shipboard rigs are
the only only thing I know of that compares. 

   73,
   --Bobbi
   (I'd buy it, but I'd never get it downstairs if I could get it 
home...and once it *was* there [by some magic], there'd be no place to 
put it.  Drat!  But I hate to think of the poor thing sitting idle and 
cold).


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 09:17:15 -0700
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@hereford.ampr.org>
Subject: Mil commo field manuals FS
Message-ID: <199506281624.LAA10211@uro.theporch.com>

For the military collectors, here's a series of four army Field Manuals.

1. FM 11-23, Theater Army Communications Command, 1972.

2. FM 24-1, Combat Communications, 1985

3. FM 11-50, Combat Communications within the Division, 1977.

4. FM 11-92, Combat Communications within the Corps, 1978.

 $16 for all four postpaid, about 5 lbs of text, pictures and diagrams
explaining the art and strategy of maintaining military communications
during every imaginable combat situation.  Great gift for those considering
a military career!  All manuals are in good to very good condition.

73 de Jack



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 14:36:49 -0700
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@hereford.ampr.org>
Subject: Re: Mil commo field manuals FS
Message-ID: <199506282143.QAA03476@uro.theporch.com>

The army field manuals have been spoken for.  Thanks to all that responded!
These as well as others, show up on the local market from time-to-time and
obviously at my asking price, I don't make anything off them, just a
thoughtful service for the BA gang.

Still have the el-neato (like new) "Extremely Low Frequency Electromagnetic
Fields: The Question of Cancer", book for $10 postpaid.   This book reviews
most of the research (up to about 1990)  that's gone into the overall
power-line health concern.  I think readers would be suprised at the detail
and depth of some of these studies.  This particular book does not rule out
the need for further research and makes recommendations on areas to be explored.

73 de Jack
.




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 09:32:53 +0200 (METDST)
From: MEC <danmec@inet.uni-c.dk>
Subject: More HRO copies !
Message-ID: <Pine.3.89.9506280914.A12032-0100000@inet.uni-c.dk>


At the recent Hamradio in Friedrichshafen in Bavaria, I saw to my great 
surprise an HRO copy I never had seen or heard about before.

It appears that the Swiss AUTOPHONe made a "copy' just before the war,
and it was with the usual Swiss engineering standard - very high quality.
Somebody told me there only had been made a couple of hundreds and this 
is the first one I ever saw or heard about.  It was sold for the 
equivalant of  1300 dlrs.

So, there were now at least 3 differnet copies made in Europe:

1.   Switzerland  before W.W.2.

2.    Germany  during W.W.2.

3.    GDR ( East-Germany)  just after W.W.2.

I have only the last 2. hi.

73   Rag  OZ8RO




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 1995 20:13:58 -0500 (CDT)
From: Kevin J Pease <kevin@mm1001.theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Musings 
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.3.91.950627200737.6252E-100000@mm1001.theporch.com>


The only thing left of my old Digital Group computer is the PHI-DECK 
drives and home made cabinet. I still have the interface cable manuals 
and original tapes somewhere. I am however missing one or both og the 
clear covers. I have known other hams that had DG computers. It must have 
ben a ham's machine. I threw away a northstar horzon cabinet but kept the 
boards. I still have a POLLY-88 display card and CPU and a home made 
BI-PHASE cassette interface. I still have my first home brew computer 
that had a Z-80 microprocessor with 24K of S-RAM and a Motorola 6847 VDG 
for the display. I actually wrote RTTY programs etc for that thing. I had 
the PDS editor and assembler in Rom on that thing and a DOS that is not 
too much more primitive that curent PC-DOS/MS-DOS. Computers are 
boatanchors 2 years after they are introduced. But if the serve a purpose 
they can be around for a long time. I still have TREK-80 the original 
Atar-Trek game for the POLLY-88 and other programs on disk that are 
probably not readable anymore.

Kevin J Pease
WB0JZG Mt Juliet, TN.
mm1001.theporch.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 95 23:50:52 PDT
From: Grant Youngman <gyoungma@gtetel.com>
Subject: Re: Musings 
Message-ID: <Chameleon.4.01.2.950628000954.gyoungma@gyoungma.gtetel.com>


>Grant Youngman writes:
>> 
>> I have a Digital Group with a dual drive Phi-deck,

>Need some spare decks?  I have two, and one service controler box, I
>always was intending to build something interesting around them, but
>like all to many projects, just never got around to it.

Nah .. I have two more than I need NOW  :-)

>Were you one of the guys who had a pen lite in the shirt pocket to turn
>bits on (or was it off?) on the Williams tubes?  I do wish that just once
>I had been able to work on one of the Bush analyzers though, now that must
>have been a *boatanchor*.
>
>Al Marshall	"Real Radios Glow in the Dark"	  almarshall@acm.org

Actually, about the time I got there the storage tubes were being phased out
and replaced with a whopping 24K words (57 bit words -- strange number I 
know, but there was some reason behind the seeming madness) of core.  And no
I never did any bit flipping on the faces of the tubes.  

Wish I could remember the total filament current draw of the tubes -- used
to know.  It was enormous.  The power-up sequence on the machine took about
20 minutes as I remember -- all automated, and a real sound and light 
show in its own right.

I worked on the design and some construction on the R-2 -- an RTL based
replacement for the R-1.  I think it may have been abandoned before 
completion once some commercial products were introduced that could do what
the R-1 had been doing for years -- a hardware/software hybrid virtual memory 
system that facilitated computations requiring the manipulation of 
extremely large but sparse arrays.

Grant/NQ5T

(REAL Computers glow in the dark, too .... but back to radios)




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 17:32:03 EDT
From: post@ouvaxa.cats.ohiou.edu
Subject: Nostalgia threads
Message-ID: <00992905.8C182BE0.69@ouvaxa.cats.ohiou.edu>


                   Ohio University Electronic Communication


   Date:  28-Jun-1995 05:29pm EST

     To:  Remote Addressee                     ( _MX%"boatanchors@theporch.com" )

   From:  Richard Post                               Dept:  Instructional Media Services
          POST                                     Tel No:  

Subject:  Nostalgia threads


All of these threads on English cars and old computers bring to mind the 
observation made by an old radio collector friend that collectors of old 
radios often collect other old "treasures".  I guess it must be a liking 
for solidity, classics (however defined), and possibly even a dislike for 
instant obsolescence.  Maybe even an appreciation and pride for "sweat 
equity" in these devices, and of course, having the things you dreamed of 
but couldn't afford at a younger age. 

I've told my son to hang on to his PC Jr. with all of the extra memory and 
sound card. 

Now that the R-390 is working well, think I'll take the '67 Fury III rag 
top out for a spin.  My 2 meter friends asked if the car was a boatanchor 
also.  Nope.  More like the boat.  No problem hauling boatanchors in that 
thing!  Also nice as backup for when the microprocessor in the new one goes 
on the fritz.

Antipollution devices? Yep, it's got a PCV valve. 

I suspect its a love for simpler times and things you can get your hands 
into that provides the greatest appeal to this hobby. Or is it reliving 
treasured memories from our youth?

73 de Rich 



 



Received:  28-Jun-1995 05:31pm



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 10:49:53 -0400
From: lakeith@wrdis01.robins.af.mil (Larry Keith )
Subject: PRR-15 manuals
Message-ID: <199506281449.JAA17588@wrdis01.robins.af.mil>

I have located a guy in Atlanta who has a PRR-15 manual that was
printed off from a microfiche.  I plan to get a copy from him.  If
anyone else is interested, please let me know.

73,

Larry, KQ4BY
lakeith@robins.af.mil


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:25:32 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: Question on Vibroplex Bugs
Message-ID: <199506281525.LAA12182@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

> 
> Fellow Boatanchorites:
> 
>      Regarding Vibroplex bugs, I *think* the following is true:
> 
> (a) The standard Lightning Bug of the mid-'30s had a black enamel
> base ("japanned") and nickle-plated metal parts, with pin-striping
> on the base and a "lightning bolt" motif inside each corner of the
> pin-striping.

I have an early enamel black base one that does not have any pinstriping.
It came with a cloth wired wedge marked WU TEL CO on the wedge, and I am
assuming that it was made for landline use, maybe in the 1920's.
I got it from a older man who said that his grandfather (I think) had
used it on land lines.

The painting is just a smooth enamel black, with no particular other
marking or pinstriping.  The plating is all nickel.
The bug plate appears to be brassish in color rather than gold or
nickel plated, although it is very corroded up with age.

The knobs are more akin to very early telegraph knobs than to the late
vibroplex style knobs we are familiar with.  It has fibre washers and
fibre tubes and fibre strips in the insulation that look par for the
1920's.

The base is somewhat rounded on the top edges, rather than the more
squarish style common on later bugs, and it appears to have been cast
since the bottom is very uneven and rolling in nature.

I don't have the serial number right off, but think it is in the 800,000
range.  I am probably way off, tho.

The wedge is brass with the WU TEL CO engraving and the handle is pinned
to it and of a thick phenolic tube construction.  The insulating spacer
is fiber.  The wires are cotton covered wire similar to headphone wire,
and are double cotton covered in the outer sheath (mostly decomposed).

Does anyone have any insights as to when such a beast may have been
made, especially if it was a WU TEL CO bug?

Mitch, of Vibroples, maybe if he is listening, do you know anything?

Thanks
Bob/NA4G

p.s.  That lil' ol' bug flew like the winds on Field Day this year!
      Not bad for an old corroded geriatric bug....(:+}}.....


> 73,
> 
> Paul, K4MSG
> 
> (|_|)  Paul H. Bock, Jr. K4MSG     Internet: pbock@melpar.esys.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 12:41:35 -0400 (EDT)
From: pbock@melpar.esys.com (Paul H. Bock)
Subject: Re: Question on Vibroplex Bugs
Message-ID: <9506281641.AA21904@syseng1.se.melpar.esys.com>

>I have an early enamel black base one that does not have any pinstriping.
>It came with a cloth wired wedge marked WU TEL CO on the wedge, and I am
>assuming that it was made for landline use, maybe in the 
>1920's.

>The painting is just a smooth enamel black, with no particular other
>marking or pinstriping.  The plating is all nickel.
>The bug plate appears to be brassish in color rather than gold or
>nickel plated, although it is very corroded up with age.

   Describe the markings on the plate to me, Bob, and I'll look it up      
in Holly's book and tell you the time frame in which it was made 
(the address is a dead giveaway  on that score).

>The base is somewhat rounded on the top edges, rather than the more
>squarish style common on later bugs

     Yes, it would be....

>and it appears to have been cast
>since the bottom is very uneven and rolling in nature.

     Yes, it was.

>I don't have the serial number right off, but think it is in the 800,000
>range.  I am probably way off, tho.

     Only by a factor of 10; as you describe it, I would guess in 
the 80,000 range, probably made between 1927 and 1932 (and closer 
to the latter).  Describe the nameplate to me and I can look it 
up and be sure; it's either 1927-1932, or 1932-1942, depending on 
the nameplate address.  If it's 825 Broadway, it's the former; if 
it's 796 (?) Fulton, it's the latter.  If it's 833 Broadway, it's 
1942 until 1970s?  1980s?    (can't remember.....)

>The wedge is brass with the WU TEL CO engraving and the handle is pinned
>to it and of a thick phenolic tube construction.  The insulating spacer
>is fiber.  The wires are cotton covered wire similar to headphone wire,
>and are double cotton covered in the outer sheath (mostly decomposed).

     The cord and wedge were most likely made for WU TEL CO, but 
not by Vibroplex; sounds like a standard WU TEL CO issue wedge.  
Grandpa probably took it with him when he retired but didn't buy 
it from Vibroplex, but that's just supposition on my part.
Vibroplex wedges from the '50s & '60s were not pinned and had no 
markings; don't know about older ones.

>p.s.  That lil' ol' bug flew like the winds on Field Day this year!
>      Not bad for an old corroded geriatric bug....(:+}}.....

     And, IMHO, that's the *only* way to fly (on CW), but then 
I'm just a prejudiced "OF" anyway.......    ;-)

73,
 
Paul, K4MSG
 

(|_|)  Paul H. Bock, Jr. K4MSG     Internet: pbock@melpar.esys.com
 | |)  Principal Systems Engineer  Telephone: (703) 560-5000 x2062

   "You can have my bug when you can pry my cold, dead fingers from
    around it....." - anonymous radiotelegraph operator



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date:         Wed, 28 Jun 1995 17:11:06 EST
From: "Jack Giehl"  <JACKG@s1.xetron.com>
Subject: R-390A Wanted
Message-ID: <3C969693C4D@s1.xetron.com>

Dear BA Enthusiasts,

I'm looking for an R-390A (not for $650, however).   A broken
unit is fine, as I have two junkers that can be used for parts,
one of which has the original meters!

The last R-390A I had was a Capehart in beautiful condition,
but Tom Alverson somehow convinced me that I should sell
it to him.  (It must have been that three foot high rack he 
promised me as a finder's fee, then it turned out I couldn't use
the rack cause it wasn't tall enough, so I gave it to a friend.)
At least he uses it with his mint DX100, so that's ok.

If you have one that you just don't plan on using or haven't gotten 
around to fixing, send me some e-mail and lets do some dealing.
Otherwise, it's off to Fair radio, which is just an hour and a half drive
north on I-75.

Jack

73,
===============================================
Jack, WB8BFS
jackg@xetron.com     Loveland, Ohio (near Cincinnati)
===============================================


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:00:04 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Richard A. Stalls" <rstalls@CapAccess.org>
Subject: R390A Cabinet Painting, Pt. 3
Message-ID: <Pine.3.07.9506281014.A16478-9100000@cap1.capaccess.org>

More on R-390A cabinet refinishing "education".  

My cabinet has about a 5/8" diameter hole drilled in the side.  I took it
to a welding company that is reputed to be the best in the area and they
told me that welding that large a hole up would require too much heat
and wouldn't be possible without distorting the cabinet.  

They suggested that I try a product called "Lab Metal".  Does anybody have
any experience with that? 

73,
Tony
K4KYO






From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 12:17:09 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: R390A Cabinet Painting, Pt. 3
Message-ID: <199506281617.MAA14434@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

> 
> More on R-390A cabinet refinishing "education".  
> 
> My cabinet has about a 5/8" diameter hole drilled in the side.  I took it
> to a welding company that is reputed to be the best in the area and they
> told me that welding that large a hole up would require too much heat
> and wouldn't be possible without distorting the cabinet.  

They were incompetents, or they did not wanna be bothered.

> They suggested that I try a product called "Lab Metal".  Does anybody have
> any experience with that? 
> 
> 73,
> Tony
> K4KYO

That is not too big a hole.  Back in the days when I was an uncle driven
aircraft mechanic that was a simple patch, in one of several ways.
One good way for thick panels is to cut a plug to fit out of similar
material, and then aluminum braze it into place (you gotta be good with
a torch to weld aluminum --- one art I have lost with age).  A second way
is to cut a double patch, one to fit and one to overfit on the inside,
and rivet it in place.  A third way, and probably the best for BA sorts of
applications is to cut a rivet plug to fit.  Then chamfer the inner and
outer edges of the hole and rivet the plug in place.  Then sand/machine
to flush fit.  Fill with aluminum solder around any slight cracks, or
just bondo it.

Any good aircraft shop should be able to handle that in a pinch.
Check around any good airport, or around any backwater airport where
real shadetree machanics still work.

Good Luck.
Bob/NA4G



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: 28 Jun 95 08:13:00 -0700
From: BRICKEY_PETER@tandem.com
Subject: Racal RA-17C for sale
Message-ID: <199506280935.AA26425@comm.Tandem.COM>

Hi;
   I have a RA-17C receiver for sale.  It is in very nice condition
and is working.  It is a rack mount and is missing the top cover.  I
have a copy of the manual and also copies of the two articles in Radio
Bygones written about it.

   Price is $350.00 FOB Los Gatos, Ca.            .

                    73's   Peter    KD6KDR


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 12:41:35 -0500
From: MICHAEL@ecs.umass.edu
Subject: Radio Recyclers
Message-ID: <01HS8MY7WL8YHTS4O5@ECS.UMASS.EDU>

>Hi Gang,
>  I saw a couple of things at Radio Recyclers (414)771-7121 in
>Milwaukee:

Got an address on them, Dennis?  I'm putting together a listing by
state of places that sell boatanchors and related hollow-state
treasures.  Not the big names like Fair, but the local ones, so that
the next time I find myself, say in Skokie, with an hour to spare,
I'll know to check out JB Electronics (it's on Dempster).

Anyone care to contribute their favorites?  E-mail them to me and if
anything respectable results, I'll see if Jack will archive it.

John Michael        michael@ecs.umass.edu


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 12:39:30 -0400
From: doonan@cordmc.dnet.etn.com (Dennis Doonan x6916 (N9VSL))
Subject: RE: Radio Recyclers
Message-ID: <9506281639.AA21133@etn.com>

Radio Recyclers
7730 W. National Ave.
West Allis, WI 53214
(414)771-7121
MTWF: 10-5
Sat:  10-3
   Voice mail type answering machine that has updated listings of
equipment for sale by category (ie HF, VHF/UHF, HTs, etc).

BTW, he also has a big stock of NOS parts: tubes, inductors,
odds & ends, etc.

73 de Dennis, N9VSL/aa


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 09:44:43 EDT
From: wendler@tomcat.adc.ray.com (John Wendler)
Subject: Receiver project book
Message-ID: <9506281344.AA25447@tomcat.adc.ray.com>

I remember that someone on the list had been asking
for advice about tube receivers to try building...

I came across a book entitled "Radio Receiver Projects
You Can Build," Homer L. Davidson, Tab Books (McGraw-Hill)
Blue Ridge Summit, PA 1993  ISBN 0-8306-4190-4

This book is very much of the Alfred Morgan Boy's Books
of Electronics flavor.  The sad thing is that the dedication
is to the memory of the author's 14 yr old grandson.

Anyway, simple tube receiver projects galore, as well
as some crystal and IC projects.

Apologies to the list if this was already covered in 
a thread before I joined.
John


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:14:48 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Richard A. Stalls" <rstalls@CapAccess.org>
Subject: Re: Receiver project book
Message-ID: <Pine.3.07.9506281147.E16478-a100000@cap1.capaccess.org>

On Wed, 28 Jun 1995, John Wendler wrote:

> I remember that someone on the list had been asking
> for advice about tube receivers to try building...
> 
> I came across a book entitled "Radio Receiver Projects
> You Can Build," Homer L. Davidson, Tab Books (McGraw-Hill)
> Blue Ridge Summit, PA 1993  ISBN 0-8306-4190-4

I got a reprint copy of "The Hammarlund 1937 Short Wave Manual" from
Antique Electronic Supply that has lots of nice projects.  It's not
expensive (I don't recall the price) and has some interesting reading and
photos like the one captioned "Short waving from aeroplanes".

73,
Tony
K4KYO





From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 10:21:38 -0700 (PDT)
From: Steven Wilson <randyw@crl.com>
Subject: Receiving antenna Suggestions wanted ?
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950628101532.28564A-100000@crl12.crl.com>

I am looking for receiving antenna suggestions.   HF (2 - 30 mhz).
Balanced feed, wire type.    Most amateur antennas are good for
a frequency or a narrow band of frequencies.   I have seen very
few (if any) articles on building up a nice receiving system.  Verticals
are to noisy and with them the AGC normally does not hv to work hi , I have
used long wires but they seem to like static and are not balanced.

Any SWL types out there who has a nice receiving antenna he would like
to share ?

de stan ak0b



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 13:45:26 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: Receiving antenna Suggestions wanted ?
Message-ID: <199506281745.NAA18819@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

> 
> I am looking for receiving antenna suggestions.   HF (2 - 30 mhz).
> Balanced feed, wire type.    Most amateur antennas are good for
> a frequency or a narrow band of frequencies.   I have seen very
> few (if any) articles on building up a nice receiving system.  Verticals
> are to noisy and with them the AGC normally does not hv to work hi , I have
> used long wires but they seem to like static and are not balanced.
> 
> Any SWL types out there who has a nice receiving antenna he would like
> to share ?
> 
> de stan ak0b

If you are really serious, there are two options.

1.  3.5-30 mhz log periodic, rotatable or tilted wire fixed set.

2.  1.5-30 mhz vertical cone, or its other counterpart the vertical
    conical monopole for 3-30mhz.

In my book, I would put money on the wire log periodics for something
that I could probably afford and maybe fit somewhere (although not too
likely on a city lot).  They work great, and have been in long use in
the USCG for long haul work.  I have programs somewhere that will generate
the required element lengths and spacings if you are interested.

The conical monopole or vertical cone antennas are good broad antennas,
but suffer from no gain.  The log periodics are de regour for serious
HF work.

On the other hand, a selected set of phased verticals or phased vertical
log periodics or half log periodics might be more reasonable, since they
could be run from one pole, while a set of four wire logs would require
four poles well spaced apart.

If you want a totally steerable wire array, with good steerability, use
a goniomenter and something like an Adcock or Bellini and Tosi array.

If you have the time for experimentation, there are physically small
phased arrays for HF that the USCG uses that supposedly work well.
You might try the antenna theory books of the 1980's or 1990's for
some articles maybe by DuHammel, et al. (don't remember right off).

Good Luck....

... now back to the trusty ol' end fed 3/4 wave.... (:+}}....

73/Bob/NA4G



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date:     Wed, 28 Jun 1995 12:08:22 PST8PDT
From: RANDY@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu
Subject: Receiving antenna Suggestions wanted ?
Message-ID: <2B7B61E1026@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu>

Dear Stan,

I have installed an antenna called a "tilted-terminated-folded-dipole" or 
t2fd built from a design in the book "Practical Wire Antennas" by John Heys, 
published by the RSGB. It is similar to the design which B&W sells as their 
super-secret patented hu-haa. It is a 91 foot long dipole-like antenna, 
suspended at the ends, except there is a top and bottom wire spaced about 5 
feet apart. Although I haven't tried to measure SWR everywhere, it is 
claimed that this antenna design yields a 2:1 or better SWR at any frequency 
from 2-30 MHz. Indeed, with my Johnson Matchbox I can tune it up very nicely 
on any ham band. It receives shortwave very well. Now one end is at 140 feet 
in a fir tree, and just about any length of wire at that height will hear a 
pile of swbc, but it is definitely an antenna to consider. I can provide 
more details if you are interested.

Cheers,

=Randy=


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 15:15:38 -0400
From: RhyneK@aol.com
Subject: Re: Receiving antenna Suggestions wanted ?
Message-ID: <950628151457_80200767@aol.com>

A good old universal doublet type antenna cut for the lowest frequency used
and tuned with a balanced type tuner like the small E. F. Johnson Matchbox.


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 15:41:00 DST
From: "Gable, Edward M" <emg@rfpo2.rfc.comm.harris.com>
Subject: Re: Receiving antenna Suggestions wanted ?
Message-ID: <2FF1B049@smtpgate.rfc.comm.harris.com>



A good old universal doublet type antenna cut for the lowest frequency used
and tuned with a balanced type tuner like the small E. F. Johnson Matchbox.
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
That's good, very good.  But, the tuner is so good
that when tuned to 20 meters you can forget hearing
anything on 80 !    I run open wire into the house,
into 4:1 balun, 50 ohms to a distribution amplifier,
coax all through the house to RX's within arm reach
almost where ever.  (No, there's not one in THAT room)
Balun is a compromise, but broadband units are
pretty good and you don't have to tune the tuner from
the second floor.  If you need to go to unbalanced
again for that boatanchor, use another small 4:1
balun.   Works for me...

Ed K2MP@Rochester
emg@rfc.comm.harris.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 16:46:54 -0400
From: jcd@vax.cs.pitt.edu.cs.pitt.edu (Jim Durham)
Subject: SX101A @ HX-10 FS
Message-ID: <199506282046.QAA05392@vax.cs.pitt.edu>

Posting for a friend:

Hallicrafters SX-101A, good condition, stored for last few 10 years.
		$150

Heath HX-10 Maurauder SSB Xmtr. good condition, stored for last 10 years.
		$125
All manuals included. You pay shipping.

Contact Mike Laver at 412-751-3592




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 15:49:21 -0400 (EDT)
From: Steve Ellington <n4lq@iglou.com>
Subject: TEN TEC Boatanchors For Sale
Message-ID: <Pine.SOL.3.91.950628153346.13264A-100000@iglou.iglou.com>

What? you don't think Ten Tec made a boatanchor? Try the power supply for 
this Hercules! Anything too heavy to ship UPS is boatanchor material.

546 OMNI C With Filters 2.4, 1.8 and .5KC
New PTO Beautiful condition and one of the best CW rigs ever.

255 Delux Power Supply/Speaker Combo

243 Remote VFO . Matches the OMNI. For split operation etc.

229 2KW antenna tuner. This is their big one. Matches the OMNI. Has balanced
    output. Internal SWR/PWR meter.

214 Electret Microphone. 
234 Speech Processor. Has knobs you can tweek to make you sound better.

645 Dual Paddle Keyer. Their top of the line. Has electromagnetic adjustable
    tension control. oooooh!

444 HERCULES LINEAR AMPLIFIER. A mate to the OMNI. 1kw input. FULL QSK
    160-10 meters including WARC. 

ALL MANUALS INCLUDED
ORIGINAL BOXES

This is one PRETTY OUTFIT. Everything matches, is perfectly clean and works
great. In fact, It's on the air nightly. I want to sell it all as a unit.
But I'll wait and see who wants what. 

Asking $1950 for the complete station plus shipping. If you are 
interested in any one paticular part, let me know and I'll consider your 
offers.




  Steve 
n4lq@iglou.com     
            
            




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 1995 20:34:18 -0500 (CDT)
From: Kevin J Pease <kevin@mm1001.theporch.com>
Subject: Re: To code or not to code... 
Message-ID: <Pine.LNX.3.91.950627202644.6252F-100000@mm1001.theporch.com>


I find that I prefer to copy code in my head and take notes as I see fit. 
To me that is more natural. When someone is talking to you,you don't 
write everything down. If one learns to receive code as a langiage like 
spoken word on can copy at extremely fast speeds. I am verry out of 
practice but can remember listening to code and having it seem as though 
someone was talking to me. I find that I like to listen to code at night 
when I am in bed winding down and copy it in my head. I used to do that a 
lot when I was single and it seeemed that the more I relaxed and listened 
the faster I got. If one can let the sub-concious do the work one can 
copy verry fast and let the conciuous mind take notes as necessary. the 
only place that one needs to write things down is while copying third 
party traffic. To me there are much better ways to do that. I prefer CW 
for enjoyment/relaxation/simplicity and simple radios that I can build. 
If one needs to take emergency traffic in CW than one can always request 
slower sending. Everyone will have there own opinion on this. However I 
still get a lot of pleasure out of casual CW copying in my head. Late at 
night I can't write it down anyway. I have actually had QSO's while 
laying in bed and nearly fell asleap at the key. Not the most polite 
thing but I still enjoy the late night copy.

Kevin J Pease
WB0JZG Mt Juliet, TN.
mm1001.theporch.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 08:03:02 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Richard A. Stalls" <rstalls@CapAccess.org>
Subject: Re: To code or not to code... 
Message-ID: <Pine.3.07.9506280859.A20614-c100000@cap1.capaccess.org>

On Tue, 27 Jun 1995, Kevin J Pease wrote:

> I find that I prefer to copy code in my head and take notes as I see fit. 
> To me that is more natural. When someone is talking to you,you don't 
> write everything down. If one learns to receive code as a langiage like 
> spoken word on can copy at extremely fast speeds. I am verry out of 
> practice but can remember listening to code and having it seem as though 
> someone was talking to me.

This is something that I could have written myself as there isn't a word
that doesn't apply to me.  Those who knock the code (most recently
mostly by those who don't even KNOW the code) will never realize what it's
like to be able to do that, but instead vilify it as some kind of
unnecessary evil.  Hearing the code rather than copying it is something
that comes pretty quickly with experience and is quickly regained.  I went
for years without being on CW, but never dropped below 20-25 WPM.  When I
returned to it a while back, it didn't take long before I was copying in
my head again.

Working CW for me is as much a return to the early days when I first
became acquainted with the boatanchors that grace my hamshack (living
room, dining room, bedroom, etc.) today.  As a fledgling ham and high
school kid, my $5/week allowance for helping around the house and keeping
my room clean and the occasional the half-dollar per hour I got for
sticking circulars into doors didn't go far, so the best rig I ever had
was my Viking II and HQ-140-X (the only present day surviors) with
dipoles.  Needless to say, even though we were in the middle of what has
been described as the "best sunspot cycle ever", I couldn't compete on
"kilowatt alley", but on CW, I did just fine.  

Boatanchor keys decorate my operating desk, all of which are wired in
parallel and are used.  They include a Johnson Speed-X, two Vibroplex
Originals, and a venerable old J-38.  I recently acquired a keyer for the
first time and a georgeous hand-made solid brass paddle from J.M. March,
but old habits die hard and I'm still making "dahs" one at a time and
that's not working very well, so it hasn't been on the air yet. 

Thanks for another trip through the time warp back to a time when I had a
30-inch waist.

73,
Tony
K4KYO

+------------------------------------+
| Tony Stalls, K4KYO * Arlington, VA |
+------------------------------------+







From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:02:02 -0400 (EDT)
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu
Subject: Re: To code or not to code...
Message-ID: <199506281502.LAA11205@cc01du.unity.ncsu.edu>

> 
> 
> I find that I prefer to copy code in my head and take notes as I see fit. 

For ham use this is probably the best way to do things.  In my log, I
have special full page sheets for each entry.  That way, I put all the
particulars down, and have about half of a lined page for notes of
interest.  Works great, for keeping track of who said what several
weeks down the road, like for a line on another boatanchor or manual.

In roundtables, at speed (there are several of us locals who get on
almost any evening at 7-10pm est around 7020 or 3525 [NA4G, N4HAF {a
fine ol' pig boat op with the most perfect fist I have ever heard},
AD4YH {an ol' coastie}, K4CA, and W0UCE {another fine ol' bilgewater
boat Navy CFO op}]), there is nary time for pencil and paper, because
things are going back and forth at speed conversationally, and because
rarely do any of us say really important things such as when to meet
for FD setup, etc., most of the time it is just log in and head copy.
For conversational runs, at speed, head copy is the only way that 
feels ``conversational''.  I just can't imagine having to write it
all down.  But, with practice, anyone can do the requisite head copy.
It just takes a tad of practice, and practice, and practice......

> To me that is more natural. When someone is talking to you,you don't 
> write everything down. If one learns to receive code as a langiage like 
> spoken word on can copy at extremely fast speeds. I am verry out of 
> practice but can remember listening to code and having it seem as though 
> someone was talking to me. I find that I like to listen to code at night 
> when I am in bed winding down and copy it in my head. I used to do that a 
> lot when I was single and it seeemed that the more I relaxed and listened 
> the faster I got. If one can let the sub-concious do the work one can 
> copy verry fast and let the conciuous mind take notes as necessary.

Very well said, for conversational Boatanchorite cwists!

> The 
> only place that one needs to write things down is while copying third 
> party traffic. To me there are much better ways to do that. I prefer CW 
> for enjoyment/relaxation/simplicity and simple radios that I can build. 
> If one needs to take emergency traffic in CW than one can always request 
> slower sending. Everyone will have there own opinion on this.

Opinions are like everyone's hind end, we all gots one, right?

But, experience, would indicate that a good op, should be able to handle
both head copy and mill/computer/pen/pencil copy for traffic.  Once in
the headbanger mode, it takes continued practice to keep the fingers
functional at speed for mill copy.  My mill copy dies out beyond about
35 wpm at 100% copy because I am a lousy touch typist (although I touch
type all day, it is just not at the required level for perfect mill copy).
I kick myself for never having gotten better, although, recent episodes
of hand typing in the BA archives manuals is improving the skills slightly.

For traffic handling, the absolute MANDATORY mode is the speed of the
slowest operator.  In commercial parlance, in real distress situations,
the MANDATORY maximum speed is 16wpm, because perfect copy is more important
that speed in traffic or distress situations.  In ham chit-chat, the sky
is the limit, and a run in conversational chit-chat mode at 40 or beyond
is pure joy.

> However I 
> still get a lot of pleasure out of casual CW copying in my head. Late at 
> night I can't write it down anyway. I have actually had QSO's while 
> laying in bed and nearly fell asleap at the key. Not the most polite 
> thing but I still enjoy the late night copy.

AHA.....(:+}}....., looks like a common syndrome..... (:+}}....., and
I am guilty of the same in the wee small hours.  The java mud has lost
strength, the eyeballs are rolling, the jaw dropping to the floor, and
ya just got's to roll one more round on the ol' bug..... (:+}}.....

Nonetheless, it is still fun, but most fun of all, is rolling the dial
on the ol' regen set, with the crackle and din of 200 meters an' down
rolling across the tin cans, in the wee small hours...., the ol' 813's
stoking the fires therein, with a fine glow in the room.....GEE, I do look
forward to getting some good 80 meter midnight cwist going again, in the
fall..... (:+}}....

> 
> Kevin J Pease
> WB0JZG Mt Juliet, TN.
> mm1001.theporch.com

73/Bob/NA4G


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: 28 Jun 95 10:07:39 EDT
From: Joe Reda/HQ/3Com <Joe_Reda@3mail.3Com.COM>
Subject: Re: To code or not to code...
Message-ID: <9506281717.AA0634@hqsmtp.ops.3com.com>

  Tony sez . .

>Those who knock the code (most recently
>mostly by those who don't even KNOW the code) will never realize what it's
>like to be able to do that, but instead vilify it as some kind of
>unnecessary evil. 

Well, I wasn't going to jump back into this but . . . even though I am in favor 
of
dropping code requirements for the Ham licenses, I respect CW as an
important and still viable operating mode.  And I *do* know the code (at least
I did a few years ago . . gotten quite rusty lately).  Indeed, when I was able 
to
copy 13 WPM and pass the test it was quite a feeling of accomplishment . . .
but I remember wishing I had had to expend that effort on a more pertinent and
challenging written test.  

My problem is with the almost religious faith in CW's supposed ability to 
filter 
out "undesirables".  It would be nice if the FCC would look at the FAA's tests;
even though the question pools are available, the written tests are still an
immense challenge (ask anyone who's taken the Instrument Ground test!).
Believe me, those tests do a pretty good filtering job!

\\Joe KC6TXU




From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 08:43:03 -1000 (HST)
From: Jeffrey Herman <jeffrey@math.hawaii.edu>
Subject: Re: To code or not to code...
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950628083812.6434A-100000@kahuna>


> My problem is with the almost religious faith in CW's supposed ability to 
> filter out "undesirables".
> \\Joe KC6TXU

It does. Just listen to the CW subbands - no undesirables down there.

Not sure what `religious faith' you refer to - the 13wpm code test
is easy to pass nowadays - just fill in the blanks. Anyone can do that
just by guessing. That's not going to filter anyone out.

73 from Hawaii,
Jeff NH6IL (ex WA6QIJ)


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 95 22:28:20 PST
From: "Dick Dillman" <ddillman@igc.apc.org>
Subject: Twist & Shout
Message-ID: <90323.ddillman@igc.apc.org>


I've had a BC-1031-C Panoramic Adapter in the closet forever, and now that 
I've drug it out with the intention of connecting it to one of the BA 
receivers around here, I find that the AC connector has gone missing.

The connector I need is a round twist-lock type, female, with an outer 
diameter of 1".  The pins are at a diameter of 5/8" and there is a center 
locating pin between them.

If anyone has one of these available or can direct me to a source of these 
connectors I'd appreciate it greatly.


                    Dick "Old Is Good, New Is Bad" Dillman
                            <ddillman@igc.apc.org>


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 13:07:32 EDT
From: m_mcdonald@marx.enet.dec.com
Subject: Wanted: test equipment for antique automobiles
Message-ID: <9506281706.AA25508@us1rmc.bb.dec.com>


My interest in boatanchors lies in a very specialized field.  I
collect antique automobile test equipment and related literature.
More specifically, I own a 1940 Ford coupe and have accumulated
tuneup equipment that Ford dealers and independent garages would
have used to service the car with in its first 15 or so years on
the road.

These testers are used to check ignition coils, ignition condensers
(er, capacitors), spark plugs, generators, generator regulators,
batteries, starters, etc.  Many competing companies produced these
units.  Among them are Allen, General Motors and its United Motors
Service subsidiary, Heyer Industries, Sun, Electro Products, and
Weidenhoff.  Snap-on Tools Corp. sells high-quality and high-priced
tools to service technicians today.  They effectively bought out the
Joseph Weidenhoff company many years ago and still have technical
literature for Weidenhoff testers made over 50 years ago.

Many of the testers have tubes.  An example is a late 1930s Allen
tachometer that detects impulses from a spark plug wire.  Inside
are 6X5GT, OD3, and 2051 (thyratron) tubes that respectively rectify,
regulate voltage, and function as a capacitor discharge switch.
The basic circuit is that of a relaxation oscillator.

Anyhow, I'm asking the BA list to look for this kind of tuneup
equipment.  Maybe you have some at home?  It turns up occasionally
at antique auto swap meets and less so at electronic swap meets.
The antique auto equivalent of the Dayton Hamvention occurs every
Columbus Day weekend in Hershey, Pennsylvania.  I've bought many
testers there for restoration.  One gadget was -- get this -- a
vibrator tester.  It actually works and lets me know when I've
sufficiently polished the points of a vibrator to get it working
again.  From there it usually goes into some kind of a vibrator
power supply, as in the radio of my 1940 Ford.

I'm especially interested in coil and condenser testers and almost
any automobile tune-up equipment that contains both tubes and is
UPS packable/shippable.  The particular item I need most, and that
will complete a matched set of tune-up equipment, is a Model 210
RPM indicator (tachometer).  It was made for the United Motors
Service part of General Motors in the late 1930s.  It's about the
size of a lunchbox with one meter in front and a couple of leads.
The original color of the metal container is maroon.

The main radio in my shack is a Heathkit HW-101 which, of course,
contains firebottles.

The road to the HW-101 and my ticket began with the restoration
of a tachometer that came with a Ford Laboratory Test Set -- a
machine that Ford dealers used to service flathead V-8s between
1935 and about 1950.  Now I use the machine to help rebuild
distributors for 1932-1948 Fords, Mercurys, and Lincolns.  The
knowledge gained from restoring the tachometer led to a general
interest in 1930-1955 tune-up equipment. 

I hope my special area of interest fits within the boatanchor
mailing list.  Please send e-mail to m_mcdonald@marx.enet.dec.com
if you have any of the items I'm interested in.

Marll McDonald, KB1AGM



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 10:20:00 1995
Date: Tue, 27 Jun 95 13:55:00 CDT
From: Michael.J.Knudsen@att.com
Subject: RE: What/Where are they now?
Message-ID: <9506271855.AA02846@bock.ih.att.com>

I tried Tweek about 10 years ago.  About $15 for a tiny bottle
with a brush-in-cap applicator.  The lable stated "NOT for switch contacts",
it's intended only for connectors (like RCA phono plugs).

It seems to be a mixture of glycerin and alcohol (same as "Swim-Ear").
In my experience it did not help the noisy RCA plugs in my stereo setup
and certainly did not help intermittent edge connectors in solid-state
pinball machines.  The previous poster's reference to long, skinny reptiles
was most apt.  73, mike k


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 09:49:24 -700
From: Dave Phillips <dphillips@ips.iac.honeywell.com>
Subject: Where have all the Yaesu's gone ??
Message-ID: <199506281650.LAA12499@uro.theporch.com>

Where have all the silver faced Yaesu's (FTdx-4xx, FTdx-5xx series) gone ??

If anyone has one of these radios, ESPECIALLY one with the FV-4xx
external VFO and/or the SP-4xx or SP4xx-P speaker box, I would like
to discuss buying it, radio and all or whatever.

Please reply via e-mail

Dave Phillips
KB7JS
dphillips@ips.iac.honeywell.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date:     Wed, 28 Jun 1995 11:44:58 PST8PDT
From: RANDY@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu
Subject: who's more sensitive
Message-ID: <2B752131A95@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu>

Dear folks,

Last night I got into an argument with another ham about poor tube 
performance on 10 & 15 meters. I was, admittedly, going on about stacking my 
R390A up against anything arriving from off shore. In response I was 
subjected to a technical flurry of data supposedly demonstrating that no way 
could the R390 or any tube radio have equal performance to the newer solid 
state rigs on the higher freqs. The gist of the argument centered around 
internally generated high freq noise.

Could someone more knowledgeable than I make some comment on this?

Is it true? (shudder)

Cheers,

=Randy=
WB6MAI


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: 28 Jun 95 15:50:43 EDT
From: Joe Reda/HQ/3Com <Joe_Reda@3mail.3Com.COM>
Subject: Re: who's more sensitive
Message-ID: <9506282254.AA9635@hqsmtp.ops.3com.com>

Randy says . .  

>Dear folks,

>Last night I got into an argument with another ham about poor tube 
>performance on 10 & 15 meters. I was, admittedly, going on about stacking my 
>R390A up against anything arriving from off shore. In response I was 
>subjected to a technical flurry of data supposedly demonstrating that no way 
>could the R390 or any tube radio have equal performance to the newer solid 
>state rigs on the higher freqs. The gist of the argument centered around 
>internally generated high freq noise.

>Could someone more knowledgeable than I make some comment on this?

Well, I'm not very knowledgeable in this as some, but I do know that someone in 
Hollow
State Newsletter did a comparison around about 1987 or so of the 390A vs. some
of the then "top" receivers.  I believe the 390A still beat out the solid-state 
models
in the areas of noise and dynamic range.  That's my 2 cents worth and I hope 
someone
on here will step in and defend the honour of our venerable ol' 390As.

It always amazes me how some people just *must* prove that 'latest and greatest'
also means 'better than before'.  As we know, that's not always the case!

Semper vacuum,

Joe KC6TXU


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 16:00:54 -0700 (PDT)
From: Steven Wilson <randyw@crl.com>
Subject: Re: who's more sensitive
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950628155901.16543A-100000@crl7.crl.com>

Seems like I read someplace that Mother Nature limits the usable gain to
155 db and that many tubes and transisitor radios can easily do that ?


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 19:32:18 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Barry L. Ornitz" <ornitz@EMNGW1.emn.com>
Subject: Re: who's more sensitive
Message-ID: <Pine.ULT.3.91.950628184031.593A-100000@dua150.kpt.emn.com>

On Wed, 28 Jun 1995 RANDY@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu wrote:
> Last night I got into an argument with another ham about poor tube 
> performance on 10 & 15 meters. I was, admittedly, going on about stacking my 
> R390A up against anything arriving from off shore. In response I was 
> subjected to a technical flurry of data supposedly demonstrating that no way 
> could the R390 or any tube radio have equal performance to the newer solid 
> state rigs on the higher freqs. The gist of the argument centered around 
> internally generated high freq noise.
> Could someone more knowledgeable than I make some comment on this?
> Is it true? (shudder)

Yes, it is true, but the issue at HF is not usually sensitivity.  Tubes in
general produce more internal noise than do modern solid-state devices. 
The amount of internal noise produced by a device is usually measured in
either the effective temperature of a thermal noise source or by the noise
figure (usually stated in decibels). 

The problem is that in the HF portion of the spectrum, natural and
man-made noise is high enough that the limiting sensitivity of a receiver
is no longer determined by the internal noise but by external noise.  At
VHF frequencies and above, this background noise level drops considerably. 

The quickest test to see if your setup is background limited is to
disconnect the antenna from the receiver.  If the noise level coming out
of the speaker drops, the receiver has all the sensitivity needed for your
location and a lower noise figure receiver will not help.  Losses in the
transmission line contribute directly to the system noise figure, but once
again at HF these losses are generally not too high. 

At two meters, however, things have changed considerably.  Background
noise is generally in the range of 2 to 3 dB and a hundred feet of good
coax cable may have another 3 dB of loss.  Only the best vacuum tube RF
amplifiers (using Nuvistors or 416's [it's been a while]) could achieve
noise figures this low at 144 MHz, and then they required neutralization
and tricky adjustment.  Only a dedicated weak-signal VHF'er would dare
mount his tube pre-amp at the antenna with the constant adjustments
needed. At even higher frequencies, the noise figures of tubes increased
and the background noise decreased.  At UHF and above, parametric
amplifiers were therefore in vogue. 

Today, inexpensive solid-state devices like GaAs FET's and HEMT's can
achieve noise figues of less than 1 dB at frequencies above 1 GHz. 
Antenna mounted preamps are common in most weak-signal VHF/UHF stations.
Para-amps are thankfully almost never used any more. 

But back at HF, the background noise still dominates most tube and almost
all solid-state devices.  Thus receiver sensitivity is rarely a problem
except in the oldest of tube receivers.  What is usually more important is
selectivity and strong-signal performance.  The R-390A with its mechanical
filters is on par with most modern ham receivers in terms of selectivity
(except possibly the 0.1 and 1 kHz bandwidth positions where the skirts
are broad by today's standards).  Where the R-390A shines, however, is in
its strong signal performance.  Images, front-end overload, and
intermodulation distortion are virtually non-problems in the R-390A's.  It
takes an exceptionally well designed modern receiver to exceed the
strong-signal performance of an R-390A. 

So can the average rice-box be more sensitive than the R-390A?  Probably -
but you have to live in an EXTREMELY quiet radio location to ever use this
sensitivity.  A better comparison would be to try both receivers at Field
Day in a multi-band setup, or try both receivers next to an AM broadcast
station.  Many years ago, I remember operating in the 5 transmitter
category on Field Day.  With tube rigs, it was often possible to operate
in both the phone and CW portions of some bands simultaneously with
careful tune-up and reasonable antenna placement.  With the modern rigs,
it is not uncommon for the 40 meter station to wipe out 20 and 15 meter
stations even with the added selectivity of antenna tuners for each band. 

				73, Barry  WA4VZQ  ornitz@emn.com



From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 21:46:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 21:17:31 -0400 (EDT)
From: "Richard A. Stalls" <rstalls@CapAccess.org>
Subject: Re: who's more sensitive
Message-ID: <Pine.3.07.9506282128.A1726-b100000@cap1.capaccess.org>


On Wed, 28 Jun 1995, Joe Reda/HQ/3Com wrote:

> >Last night I got into an argument with another ham about poor tube 
> >performance on 10 & 15 meters. I was, admittedly, going on about stacking my 
> >R390A up against anything arriving from off shore. In response I was 
> >subjected to a technical flurry of data supposedly demonstrating that no way 
> >could the R390 or any tube radio have equal performance to the newer solid 
> >state rigs on the higher freqs. The gist of the argument centered around 
> >internally generated high freq noise.
> 
> >Could someone more knowledgeable than I make some comment on this?
> 

> Well, I'm not very knowledgeable in this as some, but I do know that
> someone in Hollow State Newsletter did a comparison around about 1987 or
> so of the 390A vs. some of the then "top" receivers.  I believe the 390A
> still beat out the solid-state models in the areas of noise and dynamic
> range.  That's my 2 cents worth and I hope someone on here will step in
> and defend the honour of our venerable ol' 390As. 

I'm not claiming any expertise either, but I put an HQ-180 I had a while
back on an A-B coax switch with my Icom IC-725.  Across the board, the
Hammarlund blew the Icom's socks off.  I was hearing readable signals on
the HQ-180 that I wasn't hearing at all on the Icom. 

> It always amazes me how some people just *must* prove that 'latest and
> greatest' also means 'better than before'.  As we know, that's not always
> the case! 

True and beside that, anything with a "Made in (you know where)" label on
is the best there ever was to some folks.  

> Semper vacuum,

Amen.

73,
Tony
K4KYO





From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 95 8:10:23 PDT
From: Mikhael Brown <mikhael@hpcmmp13.sj.hp.com>
Subject: WTB FB7 power Supply
Message-ID: <199506281510.AA101862223@hpcmmp13.sj.hp.com>

Hello everyone

    I am looking for a power supply for a FB7 national reciever.
 If anyone has one to part with, please call or e mail me.
 
 Call (510) 505-5582 wk
      (408) 578-1076 hm
      
 e-mail mikhael@hpcmmp13.sj.hp.com
 
 Thanks in advance
         
         Mike  N6WIG
         
         
         


From boatanchors@theporch.com Wed Jun 28 13:05:00 1995
Date: Wed, 28 Jun 1995 09:00:32 -0700 (PDT)
From: rmccarty@netcom.com (roger mccarty)
Subject: WTB: Halli SX-146/HT-46 Combo
Message-ID: <199506281600.JAA19491@netcom8.netcom.com>

ANyone know of a Hallicrafters SX-146 HT-46 Combo for sale? If so, sure 
would appreciate hearing from you.

Roger KD6CC



